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1. The disclosure is objected to because of the following 
informalities: claim 6, last line: At the end a period (".") 
needs to be inserted. Appropriate correction is required. 

2. As of the date of issuance of this office action, the USPTO 
is not in receipt of any IDS. 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or 
a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one 
year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

4. Claims are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Boonekamp et al (USPgPub 2002/0030426. 

As to claims 1, 2, Boonekamp et al disclose applicant's 
claimed electric lamp (Figures 1A, IB, 1C; col. Paragraphs 0010, 
0013, 0014, 0035-0045; 0058 col. 6, Table II and claims) 
including: a light-transmitting lamp vessel (1; 11) in which a 
light source (2; 12) is arranged, 

the electric lamp including a light-absorbing medium (6; 
16) exhibiting a spectral transition in the visible range, 
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the spectral transmission T of light transmitted by the 
light-absorbing medium (6; 16) changes from T < 0.15 to T > 
0.75 in a wavelength range having a width A 75 ^ nm, 

at least a part of the lamp vessel (1; 11) being provided 
with an interference film (5; 15), 

characterized in that the maximum reflection R max of the 

interference film (5; 15) lies in the range (see at least col. 
0018, claim 3) that satisfies applicant's claimed range of 0.50 

- R max - 0.90 (i.e. a maximum reflection of 50% to 90%) and in 

that the variation in the reflection R of the interference film 
(5; 15) in the wavelength range from 400 < X ^ 690 nm ranges 

from: (a) 0.0 (i.e. no variation of the reflection) to R max (i.e. 

maximum variation of the reflection (see at least col. 0081- 
0085, claim 2), as claimed by applicant in claim 1; or (b) 0.2 

(i.e. 20% variation of the reflection) to Rmax (i.e. maximum 

variation of the reflection (see at least col. 0081-0085, claim 
2), as claimed by applicant in claim 2) . 

As to claim 3, (as shown in Figures 1A, IB and 1C, claim 4) 
Boonekamp et al disclose a wall of the lamp vessel including the 
light-absorbing medium. 
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As to claim 4, (as shown in Figures 1A, IB and 1C, claim 5) 
Boonekamp et al disclose the light-absorbing medium (6; 16) 
comprises a light-absorbing coating which is situated between 
the lamp vessel (ii) and the interference film (15) . 

As to claim 5, (as shown in Figures 1A, IB and 1C, 
paragraph 0018, claim 10) Boonekamp et al disclose the electric 
lamp emits colored light, in operation, and has an at least 
substantially color-neutral appearance in the off state. 

As to claim 6, (as shown in Figures 1A, IB and 1C, 
paragraph 0023, claim 11) Boonekamp et al disclose the light- 
absorbing medium (6; 16) comprises an amber-colored or red- 
colored transmission 

As to claim 7, (as shown in Figures 1A, IB and 1C, 
paragraph 0039, claim 14) Boonekamp et al disclose the 
interference film (5; 15) comprises layers of alternately a 
first layer of a material having a comparatively high refractive 
index and a second layer of a material having a comparatively 
low refractive index. 

As to claim 8, (as shown in Figures 1A, IB and 1C, 
paragraph 0040, claim 15) Boonekamp et al disclose the second 
layer of the interference film (5; 15) comprises predominantly 
silicon oxide, and in that the first layer of the interference 
film (5) predominantly comprises a material whose refractive 
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index is high in comparison with a refractive index of silicon 
oxide . 

As to claims 9 and 10, (as shown in Figures 1A, IB and 1C, 
paragraph 0041, claim 16) Boonekamp et al disclose the first 
layer of the interference film (5; 15) comprises a material 
selected from the group formed by titanium oxide, tantalum 
oxide, zirconium oxide, niobium oxide, hafnium oxide, silicon 
nitride and combinations of said materials. 

As to claim 11, (as shown in Figures 1A, IB and 1C, 
paragraph 42, claim 4) Boonekamp et al disclose the interference 
film comprises 3-5 layers. 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Boonekamp et al, as applied to claim 1. 

As to claim 12, Boonekamp et al do not disclose the 
interference film including 3 layers, as claimed by applicant. 
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Boonekamp et al however disclose the interference film including 
at least 5 layers. 

Providing more or les number of interference layers would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art since the 
number of layers and absorption of light, reflection of light or 
transmittance of light are interdependent. 

In light of this, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify Boonekamp et al's electric 
lamp with less number of the interference layers, such as three 
layers, for obtaining the light with desired absorption, 
reflection or transmittance from the lamp. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Ashok 
Patel whose telephone number is 571-272-2456. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Minh-Toan Ton can be 
reached on 571-272-2303. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300 . 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
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information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have guestions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 



/Ashok Patel/ 

Ashok Patel 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2879 



